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I. INTRODUCTION

There is growing astrophysical evidence that space-
times with positive cosmological constant should be
given serious consideration. Large families of such non-
compact, vacuum, general-relativistic models can be con-
structed using singular solutions of the Yamabe problem
(see [1, 2] and references therein). In particular one thus
obtains initial data sets with one or more ends of cylin-
drical type, in which the metric becomes periodic when
one recedes to infinity along half-cylinders, approaching
the Schwarzschild-de Sitter metric in the limit, with the
extrinsic curvature tensor approaching zero. This con-
struction can be carried out in any number of space di-
mensions n > 3. (See [3-17] for further families of vacuum
initial data sets with various ends of cylindrical type.)
This raises the question of existence of a natural notion
of mass in this context. The object of this work is to
show that the numerical value of a natural Hamiltonian
‘H for a class of such metrics is proportional to the pa-
rameter m appearing in the asymptotic metric. We fur-
ther prove that the contribution to the Hamiltonian from
each asymptotically Schwarzschild-de Sitter end can be
calculated as

1
H = lim —/ (/{Zl/ — k/’ol/o))\ dn_ll' .
T=T0

To—r00 ’y (1-1)
Here we assume that the space-metric is asymptotic to
the space-part of a Birmingham metric on [0,00) x M
as in (AJ)-(A2), for a compact Riemannian (n — 1)-
dimensional Einstein manifold (M , h), v is the lapse func-
tion as in (23); k is the mean curvature of {z = z¢} as
defined in (ZII); and A is the (n — 1)-volume element
on {x = xp}. The fields vy and kg are the correspond-
ing quantities for the Birmingham metric with vanishing
mass (the “de Sitter solution”), see (323)-(3.24). Finally
~ is a dimension-dependent coupling constant, see (D2)
in Appendix[Dlbelow, related to the “(n+1)-dimensional
Newton constant” as in (Dg]).
We note that a Hamiltonian is always defined up to a

constant. Our choice in (IJ]) is precisely what is needed
for positivity of H, compare Theorem [IL1] below.

See Bm{ and references therein for alternative ap-
proaches to a definition of mass in the presence of a pos-
itive cosmological constant.

II. THE BASIC VARIATIONAL FORMULA

In order to present our results some notation is needed.
Let . be a smooth spacelike hypersurface in an (n 4 1)-
dimensional space-time (.#, g), n > 2. Consider a space-
time domain ) with smooth timelike boundary such that
V .= QN is compact. Let ™ be a coordinate such that
2™ is constant on 9V, and let (z%) = (2°,2%) be local
coordinates on 9 such that x° is constant on .. Let

L, denote the extrinsic curvature tensor of 052,

1
Loy =——==T10, 2.1
\/gﬂ b ( )
and let Q be its “ADM counterpart”,
Q™ := /| det geq| (L™ — L), (2.2)

where g“" is the n-dimensional inverse with respect to the
induced metric g, on the world-tube 9. Let v and v4
denote the “lapse” and the “shift” in the n-dimensional
geometry gqp of the boundary of the world-tube 02,

1 A ~AB

V= — v =g
97

goB (23)

~AB . . . .
where g°  is the (n — 1)-dimensional metric on 9V, in-
verse with respect to the induced metric g4p. We have
the identity

goo = —2 + var? . (2.4)

One can define the following (n — 1)-dimensional objects
on JV: a scalar density

Q= Q" (2.5)
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and a covector density

Qi :=0Q%. (2.6)
It is further useful to introduce the field
L B ~CA DB
Q7" :=Qecpg g . (2.7)

The n-dimensional Lorentzian metric gq, on 9 can be
parameterized as

—1? + VAVA ‘ VA
Jab = (2'8)
VA ‘ 9gAB
The corresponding inverse metric reads
_1 ‘ v
y 2 bl
~ab
- A ~AB vALB (2'9)
>z | 9 I

We also have

1
L% = Lapg"*§* = = (Loo — 2Loav™ + Lapv™v?)

b9 g
(2.10)
with the trace L of L, being equal to
L =Luq" = Loog™ +2Loag"" + Lapg™”
1 A A vAB
:*—L00+2L0A—+LAB ( -z )

2L + LAB§AB =a—k,

where
~AB
k:=—Lagg

(for the Birmingham metrics of Appendix [A3] & is the

signed length of the extrinsic curvature vector), and

where we use the symbol
a:=—v*L%

to denote the curvature (“acceleration”) of the world-

lines which are geodesic within 02 and orthogonal to
00N .. Tt holds that

Q = Q™ = 12X (L§* — L)
=A(—L—v2L%) = Xk, (2.11)
L -
Q*gap =Qop 3" 3" gan = Qopg®”
=vA(Lgap — Lag) 5"
=vA((n—1a—(n—2)k) . (2.12)

Let P be the usual ADM momentum on V. Denote
by

A= +/detgap

the (n — 1)-volume element on OV. Let o be the hyper-
bolic angle between 02 and V: in the adapted coordi-
nates above,

on
o :=sinh™* 9 .
/ |g0()gnn|
In ﬂl_1|] the following variational formula has been proved
for Ricci-flat Lorentzian metrics in dimension 3 + 1,

1 i A VI
0= 27/ (P Ogri — gr1O P )-l—ry av()\éa aé)\)

1L
L [ 20sQ - 245t QAP 5gaz) |
2y Jov

with v = 8. It can be checked that the formula remains
true for vacuum metrics, possibly with a cosmological
constant, in any space-dimension n > 2, with a constant
~ which depends upon dimension; see Appendix [D] for a
discussion. In fact, several terms proportional to (n — 3)
appear when generalizing the calculations in Nﬁ]], but
they end-up giving no contribution to (ZI3]).

We will not dwell upon the Hamiltonian interpreta-
tion of this identity, the reader is referred to ﬂﬁ] ] for
details.

In the non-vacuum case (ZI3]) has to be supplemented
by terms involving variations of the matter fields and
their momenta. Nevertheless, the formula (II)) for the
Hamiltonian remains valid for a large class of matter
models ﬂﬂ] without any further explicit contributions
from the matter sources. (Obviously, there is an implicit
contribution of the sources via the constraint equations.)

(2.13)

IIT. THE MASS OF
ASYMPTOTICALLY-BIRMINGHAM METRICS

We consider ([2I3]) for metrics which, as x tends to
infinity, asymptote to

§=—f(2)dt* + ¢*(z)(dz?® + hapdz”dz®) .

Similarly we will assume that the derivatives of the metric
g asymptote to those of the metric g. The coordinate ="
of the calculations above will be taken to be equal to ,
and the boundary 9V ~ M in ZI3) will be assumed to
be given by the equation z = xg for a constant zy. We
will let zy tend to infinity; this implies

(3.1)

Lapdaz®da® = — e, datda®

1
NG

- —%(b*l@mfdtQ + 0,0 hapde?dz® | (3.2)
Ouf 0:9
L= ~1 3.3
207 T g (33)
a= L% — % : (3.4)

f, A= ¢" Wdethag, va—0,(35)



Q = vQ® = —(n—1)¢" 3\/det hapdpd,  (3.6)

3.6

E=X21Q— —(n—1)¢ 20,0, (3.7)
Qa—0, (3.8)
h

é_?AB —/Fo" 3/ det hag (g;; +(n— 2)6(;:55) AB
o 77/_2 o
= \/?¢n_4 Vdethap 7&5\(/\;@?_2 )hAB .

Above, and in what follows, we assume that 0, is pointing
outwards from the region V of the previous section; some
signs adjustments are needed otherwise. Using these for-
mulae, the last line in (2I3]) approaches

_ N 2
1) [ VEersfdethas (a””(f‘b )6¢2aza¢) .
2y Jm *f
(3.10)
Let us assume that f and 0,¢ take the Birmingham

form (A1) [14)],

(3.9)

2 2
f:B_QSn—TZ_(?_Qa az¢:¢\/7’ (3'11)
where 8 € {0,+1} is related to the scalar curvature, as-
sumed to be constant, of the metric h (see (AH)). Fi-
nally, £~2 is related to the cosmological constant as in
(CT7). When h is the unit round metric on the sphere,
then f = 1 and one recovers the familiar Schwarzschild-
de Sitter metrics. Equation @II]) allows us to express
0,00 = 60,¢ in terms of d¢ and dm. Perhaps surpris-

ingly, all the d¢ terms cancel out and ([BI0) becomes

1 .
M/ \det hag x om . (3.12)
Y M
Setting
%:(”;1)/ Vdet hap x m (3.13)
v M

we conclude that for any family of metrics which asymp-
tote to Birmingham metrics as the variable x recedes to
infinity it holds that

1 : .
— oM = 2—/ (Pklégkl —gkl(SPkl) . (3.14)
7

gl

This is the first main result of this work.
We wish, next, to provide a geometric formula for the
Hamiltonian . The integrand of the boundary term in

213),

iR
2wQ — 206Qu+ QB8 gan , (3.15)

can be rearranged using the identity

206Q = 2v5(A\k) = §(\vk) + )\1/25(5) +vkdx. (3.16)

Using
1 ~
vké\ = §AukgABégAB
we can write

1
2w0Q+ QB5gap = §(\k) + )\1/26(5) +Q*Bsgan ,

*)
(3.17)

where
L 1 <A
Q"7 = Q7 4 SAvk] 7 (3.18)
As before, we assume that the metric asymptotes to

a Birmingham metric as = tends to infinity, similarly for
first derivatives. We then have

k+(n71)

AR

1 -2 B .
QAP —vpn3 (a— 1 k)\/dethcp B — 0,
n 1 T—00

0, (3.19)

Tr—00

AB _ on-3f  n—3 7 7 AB
Q vo (a 2(n1)k)\/dethcph —= 0,

o %!

QU T—00

(3.20)

Inserting those relations into the underbraced terms in

BIT) one finds
(+) —= (n—1)¢"*\/det hep [¢9s f + (n — 2) ] 5¢

=(n—-1) {\/ det hep <ﬂ¢"2 — %ﬁ”)] . (3.21)

We thus obtain the following formula for the Hamilto-
nian:

H= mi1_r>noo %/ﬂc_% (sz—i— (n—1) (g - %)) A" g
(3.22)

Here ¢ should be viewed as a function of A, hence of the
metric:

¢_( A ) B (MidetgAB
Vdet hap Vdethap

Choose a constant mg € R and set

)”11 . (3.23)

2m 2 = n—1) —
fozﬁ_d)nfz_%’yo: ankOZ_( ¢ ) fO'
(3.24)
This leads to the following rewriting of ([.22):
1
H = lim —/ (/{Zl/ — 1{301/0))\ dn_ll'
To—r00 2’)/ r=z0
— DIM]I:
L= DIM (3.25)

v



where |M|h is the volume of the set {x = x0} in the

metric k. This is the second main result of this work.

Note that the parameter mg has been introduced only
to define the reference fields kg and 1, and that the left-
hand side is independent of my.

See Appendix [Bl for an alternative derivation of (3:25).

One can simply disregard the last term in (32H), or
use reference fields associated with the solution equal to
mo = 0 there. Here one should keep in mind that a
Hamiltonian analysis always defines a Hamiltonian up to
a constant, and the choice of this constant is equivalent to
the decision, which field configuration (if any) has zero
energy. As such, the subtraction of the term kory can
be viewed as a comparison term, where one compares
the given field configuration with that time-independent
solution which is determined by the mg-parameter.

One could argue that reference fields corresponding to
the solution with mo = 0 make no sense because, in the
M = S"~! case, the initial data surface is compact, so
comparing with a solution with asymptotically periodic
ends is unnatural from a Hamiltonian perspective. How-
ever, one can adopt the point of view that energy in gen-
eral relativity is not assigned to a volume V but rather to
a surface V. Given a level set of r in a Schwarzschild-
de Sitter solution, we can find a surface with identical
induced metric in the de Sitter solution[15], mo = 0, and
use the corresponding values vy and ko in ([3.23).

In any case, somewhat surprisingly, the choice of the
value of mg is irrelevant, in that the numerical value of
H as given by ([3.28) does not depend upon that choice.
This is related to the fact that the mass parameter m
is the (unique) “constant of motion” for the spherically-
symmetric Yamabe equation, cf. (CI6).

We note that the time-symmetric Birmingham metrics
lead to the periodic metrics ([B.]) with a strictly positive
parameter m, see the discussion in Appendix [Al This
leads to the following trivial observation:

Theorem III.1 (“Positive energy theorem”) For
all asymptotically periodic metrics as above, the nu-
merical value of the Hamiltonian H given by (323) is
positive.

Now, Theorem [[IL.T] does neither require positivity of
matter-energy nor regularity of initial data (in particular
interior boundaries are allowed without any geometric re-
strictions), and is based purely on asymptotic properties
of the solutions. As such it does not carry much non-
trivial information: the positivity of the mass has been
built-in into the hypotheses on the asymptotic behavior
of the metric.

A. Several ends, black hole boundaries

So far we have assumed that the initial-data manifold
is the union of a compact manifold without boundary
and an asymptotically cylindrical end. The generaliza-
tion of our analysis to a finite number of asymptotically

flat, asymptotically cylindrical and asymptotically hyper-
boloidal ends is straightforward: In such a case each end
contributes its respective Hamiltonian mass (as defined
here for asymptotically Birmingham ends, and as defined
in e.g. ﬂﬁ, Em and references therein for the remain-
ing ones) to the total Hamiltonian of the system.

Yet another generalization is of interest, that to mani-
folds with horizon boundaries. For this purpose, suppose
that the boundary of the domain € of Section [[Il consists
of a timelike “world tube” ST and of a null hypersurface
S7. Accordingly, the boundary 0V of the intersection
V of the Cauchy surface . with 2 is composed of two
disjoint manifolds, OVt =V NSt and V- =V NS~,
assumed to be compact, each of them contributing to
the boundary terms in variational formula (ZI3]). As-
sume that the space-time metric asymptotes to a Birm-
ingham metric as the “external” boundary OV ™ recedes
to infinity. The corresponding contribution to ([ZI3)) is
handled as in the previous section. The contribution to

st s N s+
ST / N ST
v N

avT

FIG. 1. The orientation of OV ~.

(ZI3) from the null component S~ was calculated in [19]
in considerable generality. However, for the sake of sim-
plicity, we restrict attention to stationary solutions with
Killing horizons, as arising in a thermodynamical anal-
ysis of stationary black holes. Then the volume term
in (2I3)) vanishes identically (since the time derivatives
vanish) and the entire formula reduces to (see [19, Equa-
tion 4.2])

OH = E/ (KOX + v 0Wa) (3.26)
ov—

v

where the right-hand side is the (only remaining) bound-
ary term@] corresponding to the cross-section 9V~ of
the horizon S—. Here H is our Hamiltonian (B.23]),
s = =1 is a constant which depends upon the time-
orientation of the Killing vector so that —sk is the surface
gravity in usual circumstances (one should also keep in
mind further negative signs in ([3.26) which might arise
from the orientation of the boundary, see Figure[l]). The
field W4 is defined on the horizon by the formula

Wi = —Adz®(VAK) ,

where K is a Killing vector field which is null on a hori-
zon, assuming that the horizon is located at ™ = const,
and that 2 is a coordinate on the horizon satisfying

de®(K)=1.



It is conceivable that the only such vacuum black-
hole space-times which are asymptotic to the Birming-
ham metrics are the Birmingham metrics themselves, in
which case the “thermodynamical identity” ([B.26]) can be
derived by the trivial calculation of Appendix[A4l How-
ever, this is not clear, and unlikely in higher dimensions
in any case.

As already emphasized, the “Positive Energy Theo-
rem” [[IL7] remains valid in the black hole setting.

Appendix A: Birmingham metrics

Consider an (n + 1)-dimensional metric, n > 3, of the
form

dr? 0
g = —fdt* + % + 12 hap(x®)dz?dz® | (A1)

=:h

where h is a Riemannian metric on a compact manifold
M with constant scalar curvature R; we denote by x4
local coordinates on M. As discussed in [21], for any
m € R and ¢ € R* the function

o

R 2m r2
= — - — A2
/ (n—1)(n-2) r»=2 (2 (A2)
leads to a vacuum metric,
n
R,Lw = E_Qg;w ) (A'?’)

thus £ is a constant related to the cosmological constant
as in (CIT) below. (Clearly, the case n = 2 would require
separate considerations, and we will therefore ignore this
dimension in our work.) The multiplicative factor two
in front of m is convenient in dimension three when A is
a unit round metric on S2, and we will keep this factor
regardless of topology and dimension of M.

There is a rescaling of the coordinate r = br, with b €
R*, which leaves (AT))-(A2)) unchanged (up to “adding

bars”) if moreover

h=%h, m=b""m, T=bt. (A4)
We can use this to achieve
b= L € {0,+1} (A5)
T (n—1)(n—-2) ’ ’

which will be assumed from now on. The set {r = 0}
corresponds to a singularity when m # 0. Except in the
case m = 0 and 8 = —1, by an appropriate choice of the
sign of b we can always achieve r > 0 in the regions of
interest. This will also be assumed from now on.

For reasons which should be clear from the main text,
we will now be seeking functions f which, after a suitable
extension of the space-time manifold and metric, lead to
spatially periodic solutions.

FIG. 2. The (t,r)-projection diagram when m < 0 and f has
no Zeros.

1. Cylindrical solutions

Consider, first, the case where f has no zeros. Since
f is negative for large |r|, f is negative everywhere. It
therefore makes sense to rename r to 7 > 0, ¢ to x, and
—f to F' > 0, leading to the metric

dr?

o F 2 27 )
) + F(7)dz® + m°h

9=- (A6)

The level-sets of the time coordinate 7 are infinite cylin-
ders with topology R x M, with a product metric. Note
that the extrinsic curvature of those level sets is never
zero because of the 72 term in front of h, except possibly
for the {7 = 0}-slice in the case § = —1 and m = 0.

Assuming that m # 0, the region r = 7 € (0,00) is a
“big-bang — big freeze” space-time with cylindrical spa-
tial sections. A (7, z)-projection diagram (in the sense
of @]) is an infinite horizontal strip with a singular
spacelike boundary at 7 = 0, and a smooth conformal
spacelike boundary at 7 = oo, see Figure

In the case m = 0 and 8 = 0 the spatial sections are
again cylindrical, with the boundary {r = 0} being now
at infinite temporal distance: Indeed, setting 7' = In T,
when m = 0 and 3 = 0 we can write

d 2 2 N
g= —EQT—TQ + ;—deQ +7%h

2
— 2T + T (‘% + h) .

When h is a flat torus, this is one of the forms of the de

Sitter metric [23, p. 125].
The next case which we consider is f < 0, with f

vanishing precisely at one positive value r = rg. This
occurs if and only if 5 =1 and
n—2 ry
- ! =0 AT
"o no (n —2)¢2 (A7)

A (r = 7,t = x)-projection diagram can be found in
Figure

No non-trivial, periodic, time-symmetric (K;; = 0)
spacelike hypersurfaces occur in all space-times above.
Periodic spacelike hypersurfaces with K;; # 0 arise, but
a Hamiltonian analysis of initial data asymptotic to such
hypersurfaces goes beyond the scope of this work.

From now on we assume that f has positive zeros.



FIG. 3. The (t,r)-projection diagram for (suitably extended)
Birmingham metrics with f < 0, and f vanishing precisely at
T0.

FIG. 4. The (¢, r)-projection diagram for a maximal extension
of the Birmingham metrics with m < 0, 8 € R, or m = 0 and
B = 1, with 7o defined by the condition f(ro) = 0. The set
{r = 0} is a singularity unless the metric is the de Sitter
metric (M = S"! and m = 0), or a suitable quotient thereof
so that {r = 0} corresponds to a center of (possibly local)
rotational symmetry.

2. Spheres and naked singularities

Assuming that m = 0 but 5 # 0, we must have g =1
in view of our hypothesis that f has positive zeros. For
r > 0 the function f has exactly one zero, r = £. The
boundaries {r = 0} correspond either to regular centers
of symmetry, in which case the level sets of ¢ are S™’s or
their quotients, or to conical singularities. See Figure [l

If m < 0 the function f : (0,00) — R is monotonously
decreasing, tending to minus infinity as r tends to zero,
where a naked singularity occurs, and to minus infinity
when r tends to oo, hence f has then precisely one zero.
The (t,r)-projection diagram can be seen again in Fig-
ure [l

No spatially periodic time-symmetric spacelike hyper-
surfaces occur in the space-times above.

3. Spatially periodic time-symmetric initial data

We continue with the remaining cases, that is, f having
zeros and m > 0. (When § = 1 this implies 0 < m <

- %)5_16”_2.) The function f : (0,00) — R is
then concave and thus has precisely two first order zeros,
except when m attains its maximal allowed value, a case
already discussed (see ([(AT)). A projection diagram for a
maximal extension of the space-time, for the cases with

two-first-order zeros, is provided by Figure Bl The level

FIG. 5. The (¢,r)-projection diagram for suitably extended
Birmingham metrics with exactly two first-order zeros of f.
The symbols r(()a), a = 1,2, denote zeros of f.

—

02

FIG. 6. The polynomials W, for 3 < n <9.

sets of ¢ within each of the diamonds in that figure can
be smoothly continued across the bifurcation surfaces of
the Killing horizons to smooth spatially-periodic Cauchy
surfaces. .
Observe that for f =1 and 0 < 2% < L (1-2)27"

n
the roots r(()a), a = 1,2, satisfy

r{ € (0,0). (A8)

. . 2m

To see this, note that the equation f(ro) =1 - —— —
) 0
fo _ 01 ivalent t
72 = 0 is equivalent to
n—2 2m
Wa(x) :==x (lfx)(1+z):£7l—_2 ,

where x = ro/¢. The polynomials W,, are positive pre-
cisely on (0,1), which implies the result. Compare Fig-
ure [6

4. Killing horizons

The locations of Killing horizons of the Birmingham
metrics are defined, in space-dimension n, by the condi-
tion

B 2m 7’87
f(r0)7/877ﬂ8727€270'

Thus, variations of the metric on the horizons satisfy

0= 5f|’l":’l"[) = (8Tf)5r -

5m} C(A9)

n—2
r T=T0o



equivalently
1
5 =——— (0, 5 n—1
m = sy 080"
1 (0-f)

= 0A A10
(TL — 1)0'»,1,1 2 T=T0 ’ ( )
where "~ lg,_1 is the h-volume of the cross-section of

the horizon.

Let us check that x = (Ggf)

surface gravity of the horizon, defined through the usual
formula

coincides with the

VKK = —HK, (All)

where K is the Killing vector field which is null on the
horizon. For this, we rewrite the spacetime metric (AT
in the familiar form

g:—fdu2—2dudr+r2f°L,

where du = dt — f~'dr. The Killing field K = 9, = 0,
is indeed tangent to the horizon and null on it. Formula

(A1) implies that

1
R = _qu = __QUA(QgAu,u - guu,k) . (A12)

2

The inverse metric equals

2
gﬁ:_Qa o +f(£) +r 2pt

Au or or
whence g“* = —§?, and
_ 1 _(0rf)
K= 729uu,r — 2 - ’

as claimed. We conclude that on Killing horizons it holds
that

1
" e

SA . (A13)

T=T0

5. Singularities

Consider a metric of the form
g=—e2XNqr? 4 XNgg? 4 2
with / as before. For A = 1,...,n let 04 be an ON-
coframe for h,
n—1
h=> 0"®6",
A=1

and let wap and Q4 be the associated connection and
curvature forms, as in the Cartan structure equations:

0=di* +&p AGOP
SQZAB :dchAB +CZJAc/\(:JCB .

Let 0# be the following g-ON coframe:

00 =eXdr, 04 = 64 , 0" =eXdx .

The condition of vanishing of torsion is solved by setting

This gives the following curvature two-forms:

Qon = %(eﬁX)(S[O#gy]n@M nNOY,

Q% = %(eéx)Tfl(S&gu]A@“ NG,
O = 5 ()T g a0 N O
045 = 3772 o + 2eX616p15) 0 A 0P .

Suppose that ¢ is a Birmingham metric with m = 0, thus

7_2

€2X:*ﬂ+€—2

for a constant (3, then

1 = 1 _ _ 1
§(€2X) = §(€2X)T P=772(e 4 8) = Ik

If his a space-form, with
O pop = 2B5(0p)5 |
consistently with (A5, we obtain

2

Ryvpo = 72 9ulpYolv

If, however, h is not a space-form, we have
O pop = 2B8i:0p15 + 17 BOD

for some non-identically vanishing tensor 7 zcp, with
all traces zero. Hence

Ruupa = K_Q.g,u[pga]v + Tﬁ?Tuupo’ )

where the functions 7,,,, are T-independent in the cur-
rent frame, and vanish whenever one of the indices is 0
or n. This gives

2n(n+1)
/4

2n(n+1
2o+ 1)

e S

vpo _ vpo
RMPOR po = N L

which is singular at 7 = 0.



Appendix B: A control-response calculation

To give our considerations a precise Hamiltonian mean-
ing we need to explicit the family of metrics considered,
as well as the time parameter with respect to which the
Hamiltonian will be determined. The latter is closely
related to a choice of the lapse function.

Here we will consider two distinct settings: a) a bound-
ary JV at finite distance with prescribed induced metric
there, and b) a family of metrics which asymptote, along
the asymptotically periodic ends, to Birmingham met-
rics.

At the boundary, or asymptotically, we make the fol-
lowing choice of the lapse function

LLC L LI (B1)
14 /{30 oV 14 k?o

as already mentioned, this corresponds to a choice of the
boundary time, or asymptotic time. The choice is moti-
vated by the fact that (BI) holds for all metrics in the
Birmingham family, see (B4)-(B1) below.

In the case of a boundary at finite distance, we choose
an (n—1)-dimensional metric 72k on 9V, as in (AI), and
consider the collection of all initial metrics which induce
r2h on 9V

In the asymptotic case, we choose a compact Rieman-
nian Einstein manifold (M, h) and consider the collection
of all metrics which asymptote to the associated Birming-
ham solutions along the cylindrical end.

It should be mentioned that the definition of a phase
space requires describing also the space of canonical mo-
menta. In the finite-boundary case this issue will be ig-
nored in this work. Concerning asymptotically cylindri-
cal metrics, we will only consider asymptotically vanish-
ing extrinsic curvature tensors K;;. We plan to return to
asymptotically periodic tensors K;; in future work.

1
In view of (BI), when Q4 = 0 and Q4% is pure trace
at AV, it is useful (using (ZI2) and (BI)) to rewrite the
boundary form (BI5) as

1
2w6Q — 2045Qa+ Q*B8gun
n—3

k
2
= — 2 —
O(A\vk) + \v 6(V)+1/( a n—lk)(”\
— 5Nk — voko)] + W2R0s(E0y Ly (B2
vo vkg
where
ko k . v n—3
. _ PR U Y _
¥ = 6(Avoko) — Av oD (k0)+1/(2a n_lk)é)\,
(B3)

whereas ky and vy are the corresponding quantities cal-
culated on a “reference configuration” corresponding to
m = my. For boundaryless configurations with

QA —z—00 0 )

the above equalities should be understood in the limit
T — 0.
For the Birmingham metrics we have:

2m > . 2my >

W*E_Q i fo=p8- ) (B4)

f:/Bi ¢n—2 62 ’

v=vFf i vw=1fo, (B5)

A=¢"""Vdeth ; Va:w—é. (B7)

This implies that 1 vanishes identically on 0V with the
above boundary conditions, so that the entire boundary
form reduces to

1
(2n6Q — 2n6Qa+ Q*Pégan)

ko k 1%
=6 [\ (vk — wok MP=§(=—). (B8
X vk = voko)] + W26 1) (B8
The last term vanishes because of the time gauge (BIl),
whereas the first term represents the variation of mass:

Indeed, for all Birmingham metrics we have

A (vk — woko) = 2(n — 1)(m — mg)Vdeth.  (BY)

Hence

/ Akv —kovg) +2(n—1)|0V[;mo = 2(n—1)|0V];m,

0
(B10)
when the boundary data on QV are as above and where,
as before, [0V denotes the volume of OV in the met-

ric h. In particular the integrand is independent of zg.
Similarly,

lim kv — kovo) + 2(n — 1)[0V];mq
L0700 Jy=g,

= 2m(n —1)|0V]; , (B11)

along each asymptotically periodic end.

Appendix C: The Yamabe equation on cylinders

In this section we relate the parameter m appearing in
the Schwarzschild-de Sitter metrics to a Hamiltonian for
the spherically-symmetric Yamabe equation. The reader
should note that the Hamiltonian here is a Hamiltonian
for the dynamics in z, not to be confused with that for
the dynamics in time, as used elsewhere in this work.

Let

4
gij = ¢ 2 Gij - (C1)



Recall the vacuum Lichnerowicz equation with cosmolog-
ical constant A, in space-dimension n,

n—2 = 5 nt2?
Acp— —— = Rp = —52p(2-3n)/(n=2) s (02
by L + B2, (C2)
where
_9 n—2 =, ~ n—2 , n—2
= ~ = — A 03
7 4(n71)| i P T (C3)

4n 2(n—1)

Here Eij is g-transverse traceless, and 7 is the trace of
the extrinsic curvature tensor 7 = g% Kj;, assumed to
be constant, with K;; obtained from L;; by the usual
formula.
Suppose that

G=dz®+h, (C4)
where h is as in (AI). We then have R = R, and when 7
is a constant we can seek an z4-independent solution of

(m) with Lij =0:

d2(,0 n—2 o ~ n42
TY T2 o= fenih 5
R T Be (C5)
Equation (CH) has a usual first integral: setting
1 (de\® n—2 .o, (M—2)3 on
H=-|-+t) ——Rp*—~—pn-—2_ (C6
2<dm) Sn—1) 7 on P (C6)
we have
dH
o
dx

We apply the above to the Birmingham metrics with
f > 0; as discussed in Appendix [A] the metrics with
f <0 do not occur as asymptotic models in our context.
We only consider regions, where f > 0, the final formulae
remain valid at f = 0 by continuity.

The field of unit normals N to the static slices ¢t =
const, which we denote by .%%, is given by

1
N=-=0.
vf

For those slices we have 7 = 0.
The volume form dj,; on the submanifolds of constant
t and x reads

dpy, = Mjiy, , with djiy, = \/dethapd" 'z, (C8)

(C7)

and where
)\:']“n_l :(‘02(7’1n+21) s (09)
with ¢ as in (CI)-(C2):
dr? o s
v 1= 4 rh = i (da® + h) (C10)

f

The last equation implies

n—2 dT 2
= 2 _— = n— — Cll
p=rE, o= f=rvf, (Cl1)
n=1y/det h n -
Vdety = — R0 or g2 Vdeth . (C12)

VF

Let m denote the field of unit normals to the level sets
of r within .}, and let k denote the extrinsic curvature,
within %, of those level sets. We have

m:\/?ar:@_%ama
_ 1 n(n—1)
kf\/(m&(\/det’ym) " NG

2n 2(n—1)

=@ 20 (p ) =

(C13)

It follows that

0= WD 5 B L (o)

and that the constant of motion H of (C@) equals

1 (do\? n—2 o 5 (n—2)3 2n

H=-(2X) - "= AT AP R
2<dm> RS- o 7
(

n— 2)2 Tn—2

;_ R 4
8 n—=2)(n—-1) n(n-2)

(C16)

provided that

(n—2) (n=2B8 (-2  (n-2)
= — = X A 5
802 2n 2n 2(n—1)
which will be the case if
1 2A
= 1
2 nn-1) (C17)

Appendix D: Einstein equations in n + 1 dimensions

Hamiltonian dynamics is usually derived from a La-
grangean. The latter is determined by the equations of
the theory up to a multiplicative constant. One therefore
needs a prescription which determines this constant. For
this, we decree that for a point-particle of rest mass mg
moving on a timelike curve I'" the Lagrangean is, inde-
pendently of dimension,

gm():_m/ F,th
0 R\/g( )

Equivalently, the energy-momentum tensor 7}, :=
0L,/ O0g"" of such a particle is

(D1)

T;w = MoUyUy or,



where dr is the distribution acting on functions as

60, f) = / (f o T) () lg(F. 1)\t .

The Einstein equations in n + 1 dimensions, which we
write in the form

G#y = 'YT;LV ) (D2)

where « is a dimension-dependent constant, are compat-

ible with (D) if

1

= — — . D
Z QV/Rug ZLmo ( 3)

We emphasize that the considerations here are not sup-
posed to be rigorous. The aim is to give a heuristic jus-
tification of the choice of the constants involved, and the
questions of convergence of the integrals, or consistency
of the scheme, are completely irrelevant for our purposes.

In order to relate the value of « to physics in n + 1 di-
mensions we consider the “Newtonian limit” of (D2): We
assume that the metric is time-independent, and takes
the form

uv = Nuv + h;u/ )

where 7, is the Minkowski metric. We suppose that all
expressions quadratic in the h,,’s and their derivatives
can be neglected in the calculations that follow. Taking

Ty of the form pdpdy, and a harmonic gauge

1
O (WM — §”aﬂhaﬂ77””) =0

=:hHv

(with all indices raised and lowered with the Minkowski
metric), a standard calculation in which time-derivatives
are also neglected leads to

(D4)

e

1
= A = p30 sy

where A, is the Laplace operator of the Euclidean metric.
Recall the identity, in space-dimension n > 3,

10

where wg denotes the volume of a unit, round d-
dimensional sphere. The solution of (D4)) for a point
distribution with total mass M therefore takes the form

2y M
5969
(n —2)wp_qrn—2 1Y

Ry =

(D5)

Consider an approximate geodesic of the form (¢, Z(t)).
Assuming that all terms quadratic in # and its derivatives
can be neglected, the coordinate acceleration vector @
equals

.. . 1
ab = iF ~ —1'"50 ~ —Orkhoo =: =0k,

where ¢ is the “Newtonian” potential. From (D) we
have

e 2y M
7 (= Dwp_grn=2 "
leading to
_ M
7T (n— Dw,_1rm=2 "

This makes it clear how v is related to the (n + 1)-
dimensional Newton constant G, :

e (D6)
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